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RECOGNIZING NORTHWEST INDI-
ANA’S NEWLY NATURALIZED 
CITIZENS 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 3, 2017 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure and sincerity that I take this 
time to congratulate thirty individuals who will 
take their oath of citizenship on Friday, Janu-
ary 6, 2017. This memorable occasion, pre-
sided over by Judge Joseph Van Bokkelen, 
will be held at the United States Courthouse 
and Federal Building in Hammond, Indiana. 

America is a country founded by immi-
grants. From its beginning, settlers have come 
from countries around the world to the United 
States in search of better lives for their fami-
lies. Oath ceremonies are a shining example 
of what is so great about the United States of 
America—that people from all over the world 
can come together and unite as members of 
a free, democratic nation. These individuals 
realize that nowhere else in the world offers a 
better opportunity for success than here in 
America. 

On January 6, 2017, the following people, 
representing many nations throughout the 
world, will take their oaths of citizenship in 
Hammond, Indiana: Boyd William Lomow, Vir-
ginia Reformina Wilson, Mark Edward Sinclair, 
Maria del Carmen Garcia Santacruz, Salome 
Edda Njeri Kinyanjui, Jadranka Angelovska, 
Hellen Chimbuka, Maria Isabel Lopez, Idoko 
Anthony Emmanuel, Nikolce Trajcevski, Au-
drey del Rocio Ramirez Castanos, Dineshbhai 
Zaverbhai Patel, Diem Thuy Thi Nguyen, Ro-
land Benoit Cormier, Sheryl Ramirez 
Ruggaber, Willis Mureti Imanene, Kevin Kokey 
Sholley, Edwin Ato Kwamina Otsin Fynn, 
Isaac Mercado Massri, Noemi Smith, Jose 
Enrique Lizarraga Leon, Milcho Georgiev Iliev, 
Cinthia Araceli Perez, Ghusoun Alammouri, 
Leah Aizam Campbell, Daisy Cipres, Olive 
Konima Conteh, Jessica Nguyen, John Mi-
chael Prejmak, and Jonathan Treto. 

Although each individual has sought to be-
come a citizen of the United States for his or 
her own reasons, be it for education, occupa-
tion, or to offer their loved ones better lives, 
each is inspired by the fact that the United 
States of America is, as Abraham Lincoln de-
scribed it, a country ‘‘. . . of the people, by the 
people, and for the people.’’ They realize that 
the United States is truly a free nation. By 
seeking American citizenship, they have made 
the decision that they want to live in a place 
where, as guaranteed by the First Amendment 
of the Constitution, they can practice religion 
as they choose, speak their minds without fear 
of punishment, and assemble in peaceful pro-
test should they choose to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask you and my 
other distinguished colleagues to join me in 
congratulating these individuals who will be-
come citizens of the United States of America 
on January 6, 2017. They, too, will be Amer-

ican citizens, and they, too, are guaranteed 
the inalienable rights to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness. We, as a free and demo-
cratic nation, congratulate them and welcome 
them. 

f 

IN HONOR OF NANCY A. NELSON 

HON. NIKI TSONGAS 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 3, 2017 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, each year 
nearly one million people visit Minute Man Na-
tional Historical Park in Concord, Massachu-
setts, the home to the ‘‘shot heard round the 
world’’ and the birthplace of the American 
Revolution. Since 1993, Superintendent Nancy 
A. Nelson has been the steward of Minute 
Man; a guardian of its substantial history and 
a visionary that has helped illuminate the past 
for millions and millions of visitors. 

Upon Nancy’s retirement on January 3, 
2017, the National Park Service will lose one 
of its most dedicated and passionate officials. 
However, Nancy’s influence will remain visible 
and tangible for many years to come. Under 
Nancy’s supervision, Minute Man NPS under-
went extraordinary changes: visitor facilities 
were modernized, public use was expanded 
and numerous historic structures were reha-
bilitated. She focused on changing the land-
scape of the park, refreshing the grounds and 
making efficient use of its buildings. Her ef-
forts have enabled a new generation of Ameri-
cans to fully experience one of our country’s 
most important moments in time. 

Nancy dedicated herself to a lifetime of pub-
lic service. During her 39-year career with the 
National Park Service, Nancy served in myriad 
positions across the organization, from Land-
scape Architect to Environmental Protection 
Specialist, to Superintendent of Minute Man 
National Historical Park. After working closely 
with Nancy for many years, I am profoundly 
appreciative of her unmatched commitment to 
historic preservation and education, and her 
years of effective and impactful leadership. 
Her leadership as Superintendent will be 
missed here in Massachusetts and at the Na-
tional Park Service. 

I extend my sincerest thanks and congratu-
lations to Nancy on behalf of a grateful nation, 
and I am confident that even in retirement she 
will remain a staunch advocate for preserving 
our national treasures, a mission on which I 
look forward to continuing to work with her. 

f 

IN HONOR OF CRYSTAL HANBAUM 

HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 3, 2017 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize Crystal Hanbaum of Lakewood High 

School for winning the Ohio Division II State 
Individual Golf Tournament. 

An achievement such as this certainly de-
serves recognition. The Ohio High School Ath-
letic Association has enabled talented teams 
and individuals to earn state titles since its 
founding in 1907. Throughout this time, the 
champions of OHSAA state level competitions 
have represented the highest achieving and 
most talented athletes in Ohio. Each year 
these elite competitors join the long ranks of 
those who embody Ohio’s proud history of 
athletic success. 

Crystal Hanbaum’s victory caps a tremen-
dous season. This sort of achievement is 
earned only through many hours of practice, 
perspiration and hard work. She has set a 
new standard for future athletes to reach. Ev-
eryone at Lakewood High School can be ex-
tremely proud of her performance. 

On behalf of the citizens of Ohio’s 12th 
Congressional District, I congratulate Crystal 
Hanbaum on her state championship. I wish 
her continued success in both athletic and 
academic endeavors. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE HOME 
FORECLOSURE REDUCTION ACT 
OF 2017 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 3, 2017 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, the ‘‘Home 
Foreclosure Reduction Act of 2017’’ would 
permit a bankruptcy judge, with respect to cer-
tain home mortgages, to reduce the principal 
amount of such mortgages to the fair market 
value of the homes securing such indebted-
ness. My legislation will encourage home-
owners to make their mortgage payments and 
help stem the endless cycle of foreclosures 
that further depresses home values. It also 
would authorize the mortgage’s repayment pe-
riod to be extended so that monthly mortgage 
payments are more affordable. In addition, the 
bill would allow exorbitant mortgage interest 
rates to be reduced to a level that will keep 
the mortgage affordable over the long term. 
And, it would authorize the waiver of prepay-
ment penalties and excessive fees. Further, 
the bill would eliminate hidden fees and unau-
thorized costs. 

This bill addresses a fundamental problem: 
homeowners in financial distress simply lack 
the leverage to make mortgage lenders and 
servicers engage in meaningful settlement ne-
gotiations, even when in the interest of all par-
ties. My legislation would empower a home-
owner, under certain circumstances, to force 
his or her lender to modify the terms of the 
mortgage by allowing the principal amount of 
the mortgage to be reduced to the home’s fair 
market value. And, the implementation of this 
measure will not cost taxpayers a single 
penny. 

The ‘‘Home Foreclosure Reduction Act of 
2017’’ is identical to H.R. 101 (introduced in 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE2 January 3, 2017 
the 114th and 113th Congress) and H.R. 1587 
(introduced in the 112th Congress). It contains 
similar provisions included in H.R. 1106, which 
the House passed nearly six years ago. Unfor-
tunately, those provisions were removed in the 
Senate and not included in the final version of 
the bill that was subsequently enacted into 
law. 

SECTION-BY-SECTION EXPLANATION OF PROVISIONS 
Section I. Short Title. Section 1 sets forth 

the short title of this Act as the ‘‘Home Fore-
closure Reduction Act of 2017.’’ 

Section 2. Definition. Bankruptcy Code sec-
tion 101 defines various terms. Section 2 
amends this provision to add a definition of 
‘‘qualified loan modification,’’ which is defined 
as a loan modification agreement made in ac-
cordance with the guidelines of the Obama 
Administration’s Homeowner Affordability and 
Stability Plan, as implemented on March 4, 
2009 with respect to a loan secured by a sen-
ior security interest in the debtor’s principal 
residence. To qualify as such, the agreement 
must reduce the debtor’s mortgage payment 
(including principal and interest) and payments 
for various other specified expenses (i.e., real 
estate taxes, hazard insurance, mortgage in-
surance premium, homeowners’ association 
dues, ground rent, and special assessments) 
to a percentage of the debtor’s income in ac-
cordance with such guidelines. The payment 
may not include any period of negative amorti-
zation and it must fully amortize the out-
standing mortgage principal. In addition, the 
agreement must not require the debtor to pay 
any fees or charges to obtain the modification. 
Further, the agreement must permit the debtor 
to continue to make these payments as if he 
or she had not filed for bankruptcy relief. 

Section 3. Eligibility for Relief. Section 3 
amends Bankruptcy Code section 109, which 
specifies the eligibility criteria for filing for 
bankruptcy relief, in two respects. First, it 
amends Bankruptcy Code section 109(e), 
which sets forth secured and unsecured debt 
limits to establish a debtor’s eligibility for relief 
under chapter 13. Section 3 amends this pro-
vision to provide that the computation of debts 
does not include the secured or unsecured 
portions of debts secured by the debtor’s prin-
cipal residence, under certain circumstances. 
The exception applies if the value of the debt-
or’s principal residence as of the date of the 
order for relief under chapter 13 is less than 
the applicable maximum amount of the se-
cured debt limit specified in section 109(e). Al-
ternatively, the exception applies if the debt-
or’s principal residence was sold in foreclosure 
or the debtor surrendered such residence to 
the creditor and the value of such residence 
as of the date of the order for relief under 
chapter 13 is less than the secured debt limit 
specified in section 109(e). This amendment is 
not intended to create personal liability on a 
debt if there would not otherwise be personal 
liability on such debt. 

Second, section 3 amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 109(h), which requires a debtor to re-
ceive credit counseling within the 180-day pe-
riod prior to filing for bankruptcy relief, with 
limited exception. Section 3 amends this provi-
sion to allow a chapter 13 debtor to satisfy this 
requirement within 30 days after filing for 
bankruptcy relief if he or she submits to the 
court a certification that the debtor has re-
ceived notice that the holder of a claim se-
cured by the debtor’s principal residence may 
commence a foreclosure proceeding. 

Section 4. Prohibiting Claims Arising from 
Violations of the Truth in Lending Act. Under 
the Truth in Lending Act, a mortgagor has a 
right of rescission with respect to a mortgage 
secured by his or her residence, under certain 
circumstances. Bankruptcy Code section 
502(b) enumerates various claims of creditors 
that are not entitled to payment in a bank-
ruptcy case, subject to certain exceptions. 
Section 4 amends Bankruptcy Code section 
502(b) to provide that a claim for a loan se-
cured by a security interest in the debtor’s 
principal residence is not entitled to payment 
in a bankruptcy case to the extent that such 
claim is subject to a remedy for rescission 
under the Truth in Lending Act, notwith-
standing the prior entry of a foreclosure judg-
ment. In addition, section 4 specifies that noth-
ing in this provision may be construed to mod-
ify, impair, or supersede any other right of the 
debtor. 

Section 5. Authority to Modify Certain Mort-
gages. Under Bankruptcy Code section 
1322(b)(2), a chapter 13 plan may not modify 
the terms of a mortgage secured solely by real 
property that is the debtor’s principal resi-
dence. Section 5 amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 1322(b) to create a limited exception 
to this prohibition. As amended, the exception 
only applies to a mortgage that: (1) originated 
before the effective date of this amendment; 
and (2) is the subject of a notice that a fore-
closure may be (or has been) commenced 
with respect to such mortgage. 

In addition, the debtor must certify pursuant 
to new section 1322(h) that he or she con-
tacted—not less than 30 days before filing for 
bankruptcy relief—the mortgagee (or the entity 
collecting payments on behalf of such mort-
gagee) regarding modification of the mort-
gage. The debtor must also certify that he or 
she provided the mortgagee (or the entity col-
lecting payments on behalf of such mort-
gagee) a written statement of the debtor’s cur-
rent income, expenses, and debt in a format 
that substantially conforms with the schedules 
required under Bankruptcy Code section 521 
or with such other form as promulgated by the 
Judicial Conference of the United States. Fur-
ther, the certification must include a statement 
that the debtor considered any qualified loan 
modification offered to the debtor by the mort-
gagee (or the entity collecting payments on 
behalf of such holder). This requirement does 
not apply if the foreclosure sale is scheduled 
to occur within 30 days of the date on which 
the debtor files for bankruptcy relief. If the 
chapter 13 case is pending at the time new 
section 1322(h) becomes effective, then the 
debtor must certify that he or she attempted to 
contact the mortgagee (or the entity collecting 
payments on behalf of such mortgagee) re-
garding modification of the mortgage before 
either: (1) filing a plan under Bankruptcy Code 
section 1321 that contains a modification pur-
suant to new section 1322(b)(11); or (2) modi-
fying a plan under Bankruptcy Code section 
1323 or section 1329 to contain a modification 
pursuant to new section 1322(b)(11). 

Under new section 1322(b)(11), the debtor 
may propose a plan modifying the rights of the 
mortgagee (and the rights of the holder of any 
claim secured by a subordinate security inter-
est in such residence) in several respects. It is 
important to note that the intent of new section 
1322(b)(11) is permissive. Accordingly, a 
chapter 13 may propose a plan that proposes 
any or all types of modification authorized 
under section 1322(b)(11). 

First, the plan may provide for payment of 
the amount of the allowed secured claim as 
determined under section 506(a)(1). In making 
such determination, the court, pursuant to new 
section 1322(i), must use the fair market value 
of the property at the date that such value is 
determined. If the issue of value is contested, 
the court must determine such value in ac-
cordance with the appraisal rules used by the 
Federal Housing Administration. 

Second, the plan may prohibit, reduce, or 
delay any adjustable interest rate applicable 
on, and after, the date of the filing of the plan. 

Third, it may extend the repayment period of 
the mortgage for a period that is not longer 
than the longer of 40 years (reduced by the 
period for which the mortgage has been out-
standing) or the remaining term of the mort-
gage beginning on the date of the order for re-
lief under chapter 13. 

Fourth, the plan may provide for the pay-
ment of interest at a fixed annual rate equal to 
the applicable average prime offer rate as of 
the date of the order for relief under chapter 
13, as determined pursuant to certain speci-
fied criteria. The rate must correspond to the 
repayment term determined under new section 
1322(b)(11)(C)(i) as published by the Federal 
Financial Institutions Examination Council in 
its table entitled, ‘‘Average Prime Offer 
Rates—Fixed.’’ In addition, the rate must in-
clude a reasonable premium for risk. 

Fifth, the plan, pursuant to new section 
1322(b)(11)(D), may provide for payments of 
such modified mortgage directly to the holder 
of the claim or, at the discretion of the court, 
through the chapter 13 trustee during the term 
of the plan. The reference in new section 
1322(b)(11)(D) to ‘‘holder of the claim’’ is in-
tended to include a servicer of such mortgage 
for such holder. It is anticipated that the court, 
in exercising its discretion with respect to al-
lowing the debtor to make payments directly to 
the mortgagee or by requiring payments to be 
made through the chapter 13 trustee, will take 
into consideration the debtor’s ability to pay 
the trustee’s fees on payments disbursed 
through the trustee. 

New section 1322(g) provides that a claim 
may be reduced under new section 
1322(b)(11)(A) only on the condition that the 
debtor agrees to pay the mortgagee a stated 
portion of the net proceeds of sale should the 
home be sold before the completion of all pay-
ments under the chapter 13 plan or before the 
debtor receives a discharge under section 
1328(b). The debtor must pay these proceeds 
to the mortgagee within 15 days of when the 
debtor receives the net sales proceeds. 

If the residence is sold in the first year fol-
lowing the effective date of the chapter 13 
plan, the mortgagee is to receive 90 percent 
of the difference between the sales price and 
the amount of the claim as originally deter-
mined under section 1322(b)(11) (plus costs of 
sale and improvements), but not to exceed the 
unpaid amount of the allowed secured claim 
determined as if such claim had not been re-
duced under new section 1322(b)(11)(A). If 
the residence is sold in the second year fol-
lowing the effective date of the chapter 13 
plan, then the applicable percentage is 70 per-
cent. If the residence is sold in the third year 
following the effective date of the chapter 13 
plan, then the applicable percentage is 50 per-
cent. If the residence is sold in the fourth year 
following the effective date of the chapter 13 
plan, then the applicable percentage is 30 per-
cent. If the residence is sold in the fifth year 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E3 January 3, 2017 
following the effective date of the chapter 13 
plan, then the applicable percentage is ten 
percent. It is the intent of this provision that if 
the unsecured portion of the mortgagee’s 
claim is partially paid under this provision it 
should be reconsidered under 502(j) and re-
duced accordingly. 

Section 6. Combating Excessive Fees. Sec-
tion 6 amends Bankruptcy Code section 
1322(c) to provide that the debtor, the debtor’s 
property, and property of the bankruptcy es-
tate are not liable for a fee, cost, or charge 
that is incurred while the chapter 13 case is 
pending and that arises from a claim for debt 
secured by the debtor’s principal residence, 
unless the holder of the claim complies with 
certain requirements. It is the intent of this 
provision that its reference to a fee, cost, or 
charge includes an increase in any applicable 
rate of interest for such claim. It also applies 
to a change in escrow account payments. 

To ensure such fee, cost, or charge is al-
lowed, the claimant must comply with certain 
requirements. First, the claimant must file with 
the court and serve on the chapter 13 trustee, 
the debtor, and the debtor’s attorney an an-
nual notice of such fee, cost, or charge (or on 
a more frequent basis as the court deter-
mines) before the earlier of either: one year of 
when such fee, cost, or charge was incurred, 
or 60 days before the case is closed. Second, 
the fee, cost, or charge must be lawful under 
applicable nonbankruptcy law, reasonable, 
and provided for in the applicable security 
agreement. Third, the value of the debtor’s 
principal residence must be greater than the 
amount of such claim, including such fee, cost 
or charge. 

If the holder fails to give the required notice, 
such failure is deemed to be a waiver of any 
claim for such fees, costs, or charges for all 
purposes. Any attempt to collect such fees, 
costs, or charges constitutes a violation of the 
Bankruptcy Code’s discharge injunction under 
section 524(a)(2) or the automatic stay under 
section 362(a), whichever is applicable. 

Section 6 further provides that a chapter 13 
plan may waive any prepayment penalty on a 
claim secured by the debtor’s principal resi-
dence. 

Section 7. Confirmation of Plan. Bankruptcy 
Code section 1325 sets forth the criteria for 
confirmation of a chapter 13 plan. Section 7 
amends section 1325(a)(5) (which specifies 
the mandatory treatment that an allowed se-
cured claim provided for under the plan must 
receive) to provide an exception for a claim 
modified under new section 1322(b)(11). The 
amendment also clarifies that payments under 
a plan that includes a modification of a claim 
under new section 1322(b)(11) must be in 
equal monthly amounts pursuant to section 
1325(a)(5)(B)(iii)(I). 

In addition, section 7 specifies certain pro-
tections for a creditor whose rights are modi-
fied under new section 1322(b)(11). As a con-
dition of confirmation, new section 1325(a)(10) 
requires a plan to provide that the creditor 
must retain its lien until the later of when: (1) 
the holder’s allowed secured claim (as modi-
fied) is paid; (2) the debtor completes all pay-
ments under the chapter 13 plan; or (3) if ap-
plicable, the debtor receives a discharge 
under section 1328(b). 

Section 7 also provides standards for con-
firming a chapter 13 plan that modifies a claim 
pursuant to new section 1322(b)(11). First, the 
debtor cannot have been convicted of obtain-

ing by actual fraud the extension, renewal, or 
refinancing of credit that gives rise to such 
modified claim. Second, the modification must 
be in good faith. Lack of good faith exists if 
the debtor has no need for relief under this 
provision because the debtor can pay all of his 
or her debts and any future payment in-
creases on such debts without difficulty for the 
foreseeable future, including the positive am-
ortization of mortgage debt. In determining 
whether a modification under section 
1322(b)(11) that reduces the principal amount 
of the loan is made in good faith, the court 
must consider whether the holder of the claim 
(or the entity collecting payments on behalf of 
such holder) has offered the debtor a qualified 
loan modification that would enable the debtor 
to pay such debts and such loan without re-
ducing the principal amount of the mortgage. 

Section 7 further amends section 1325 to 
add a new provision. New section 1325(d) au-
thorizes the court, on request of the debtor or 
the mortgage holder, to confirm a plan pro-
posing to reduce the interest rate lower than 
that specified in new section 
1322(b)(11)(C)(ii), provided: 

(1) the modification does not reduce the 
mortgage principal; (2) the total mortgage pay-
ment is reduced through interest rate reduc-
tion to the percentage of the debtor’s income 
that is the standard for a modification in ac-
cordance with the Obama Administration’s 
Homeowner Affordability and Stability Plan, as 
implemented on March 4, 2009; (3) the court 
determines that the debtor can afford such 
modification in light of the debtor’s financial 
situation, after allowance of expense amounts 
that would be permitted for a debtor subject to 
section 1325(b)(3), regardless of whether the 
debtor is otherwise subject to such paragraph, 
and taking into account additional debts and 
fees that are to be paid in chapter 13 and 
thereafter; and (4) the debtor is able to pre-
vent foreclosure and pay a fully amortizing 30- 
year loan at such reduced interest rate without 
such reduction in principal. If the mortgage 
holder accepts a debtor’s proposed modifica-
tion under this provision, the plan’s treatment 
is deemed to satisfy the requirements of sec-
tion 1325(a)(5)(A) and the proposal should not 
be rejected by the court. 

Section 8. Discharge. Bankruptcy Code sec-
tion 1328 sets forth the requirements by which 
a chapter 13 debtor may obtain a discharge 
and the scope of such discharge. Section 8 
amends section 1328(a) to clarify that the un-
paid portion of an allowed secured claim modi-
fied under new section 1322(b)(11) is not dis-
charged. This provision is not intended to cre-
ate a claim for a deficiency where such a 
claim would not otherwise exist. 

Section 9. Standing Trustee Fees. Section 
9(a) amends 28 U.S.C. 586(e)(1)(B)(i) to pro-
vide that a chapter 13 trustee may receive a 
commission set by the Attorney General of no 
more than four percent on payments made 
under a chapter 13 plan and disbursed by the 
chapter 13 trustee to a creditor whose claim 
was modified under Bankruptcy Code section 
1322(b)(11), unless the bankruptcy court 
waives such fees based on a determination 
that the debtor has income less than 150 per-
cent of the official poverty line applicable to 
the size of the debtor’s family and payment of 
such fees would render the debtor’s plan in-
feasible. 

With respect to districts not under the 
United States trustee system, section 9(b) 

makes a conforming revision to section 
302(d)(3) of the Bankruptcy Judges, United 
States Trustees, and Family Farmer Bank-
ruptcy Act of 1986. 

Section 10. Effective Date; Application of 
Amendments. Section 10(a) provides that this 
measure and the amendments made by it, ex-
cept as provided in subsection (b), take effect 
on the Act’s date of enactment. 

Section 10(b)(1) provides, except as pro-
vided in paragraph (2), that the amendments 
made by this measure apply to cases com-
menced under title 11 of the United States 
Code before, on, or after the Act’s date of en-
actment. Section 10(b)(2) specifies that para-
graph (1) does not apply with respect to cases 
that are closed under the Bankruptcy Code as 
of the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Section 11. GAO Study. Section 11 requires 
the Government Accountability Office to com-
plete a study and to submit a report to the 
House and Senate Judiciary Committees with-
in two years from the enactment of this Act. 
The report must contain the results of the 
study of: (1) the number of debtors who filed 
cases under chapter 13, during the one-year 
period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act for the purpose of restructuring their 
principal residence mortgages; (2) the number 
of mortgages restructured under this Act that 
subsequently resulted in default and fore-
closure; (3) a comparison between the effec-
tiveness of mortgages restructured under pro-
grams outside of bankruptcy, such as Hope 
Now and Hope for Homeowners, and mort-
gages restructured under this Act; (4) the 
number of appeals in cases where mortgages 
were restructured under this Act; (5) the num-
ber of such appeals where the bankruptcy 
court’s decision was overturned; and (6) the 
number of bankruptcy judges disciplined as a 
result of actions taken to restructure mort-
gages under this Act. In addition, the report 
must include a recommendation as to whether 
such amendments should be amended to in-
clude a sunset clause. 

Section 12. Report to Congress. Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Government Accountability Office, 
in consultation with the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration, must submit to Congress a report 
containing: (1) a comprehensive review of the 
effects of the Act’s amendments on bank-
ruptcy courts; (2) a survey of whether the 
types of homeowners eligible for the program 
should be limited; and (3) a recommendation 
on whether such amendments should remain 
in effect. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THOMAS WOR-
THINGTON HIGH SCHOOL GIRLS 
FIELD HOCKEY 

HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 3, 2017 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize the Thomas Worthington High School 
Girls Field Hockey Team for winning the Ohio 
State Field Hockey Tournament. 

An achievement such as this certainly de-
serves recognition. The Ohio High School Ath-
letic Association has enabled talented teams 
and individuals to earn state titles since its 
founding in 1907. Throughout this time, the 
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